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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to Paper filed on June 7, 2007. No amendments have 
been made. Claims 1-1 1 are presented for examination. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed June 7, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant essentially contends, "[Peart] neither teaches nor does he 
suggest any combining of data type tables" (Remarks, page 7, 1 st full paragraph). 
However, as has been established in the previous Office Action (page 3), 
col. 6:42-60 of Peart explicitly discloses collecting application-related information 
from each of the application servers in a server farm. The same passage 
explicitly discloses the application-related information including the application 
name and data types supported by (i.e., associated with) the application as 
well as file types associated with the supported data types. In other words, the 
application-related information is a mapping that identifies the association (i.e., 
relationship) between a particular executable program for use with a particular 
data file (i.e., data type). The same passage further discloses storing the 
application-related information in a database. Col. 13:52-col. 14:50 similarly 
discloses each server maintaining its own application-related information (i.e., 
mappings), which can be communicated and made accessible to each other 
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server in the server farm. Col.22:28-43 of Peart further discloses said mappings 
are stored in a relational database. Needless to say, a relational database 
consists of tables storing rows of records and columns of data (e.g., application 
name, data types supported by the application) that are mapped to the same 
record (i.e., application). Thus, the mappings between each application and its 
associated data types that stored in tables of the relational database clearly 
anticipate data type tables. Furthermore, col.22:35-43 of Peart explicitly 
discloses updating the mappings on each of the server (i.e., each database) 
across the server farm based on the information that each server obtains from 
communications with each other server (col. 14:45-50). Thus, contrary to 
Applicant's argument, Peart clearly teaches combining the data type tables. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the reference Moore et al. 
individually (Remarks, page 7, 2 nd full paragraph), one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are 
based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 
(Fed. Cir. 1986). 

3. In view of foregoing discussion, rejection of claims under 35 USC 103(a) is 
considered proper and maintained. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Peart (US 71 17243 B2) in view of Moore et al. of record (US 5696975, "Moore"). 

Claim 1 

Peart teaches a computer system having application programs stored on remote 

i 

memory module (see at least server node, application program, executable programs 
col. 20:4-27) comprising: 

a computer system (see at least client system col.2:42-65) having a first data type table 
that stores application and file type associations (see at least executable program, 
mapping, type of data file col.2:42-64; database, application-related information, file 
types associated with application, client node col.6:42-60; col.20:46-60); 
at least one remote memory module (see at least servers col.22: 15-34) that can be 
connected to the computer system such that storage locations on the module become 
accessible to the computer system (see at least mappings, executable programs, client 
node col.22: 15-34; application programs, application servers, client node col. 7: 14-56; 
col.14:32-42; col.14:57-65); 
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an application program stored on the remote memory module (see at least application 
programs, application servers col. 7: 14-56; application database 48, server, application- 
related information col. 1 3:63-col. 1 4: 1 ); 

a second data type table stored on the remote memory module (see at least col. 6:42- 
60; file-type association, storage device col. 20:46-60; col.22:55-64); 
a system computer software routine to combine the first and second data type table to 
form a virtual extension table that is used to determine which application is to be used 
for a given file type (see at least received mapping, executable program, type of data 
file col.2:42-64; Program Neighborhood application, application-related information, 
application servers, data types, file types col.6:42-60; col.14:59-65; TABLE 3, File type, 
Executable program col.22: 1 5-34). 

Peart does not expressly disclose said remote memory/storage module as a 
"removable" memory/storage module. 

However, Moore discloses a computer system having application programs stored on 
removable storage (see at least 124, 126 FIG.6A & associated text); at least one 
removable memory module that can be inserted into the computer system such that the 
storage locations on the module become assessable to the computer system (see at 
least 112, 116, 118, 122, 120 FIG.6A & associated text); an application program stored 
on the removable memory module (see at least 124, 126 FIG.6A & associated text). 
Peart and Moore are analogous art because they are both directed to 
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execution/launching of applications. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the pertinent art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of 
Moore into that of Peart for the inclusion of a "removable" memory module. And the 
motivation for doing so would have been to provide associated applications (from 
external sources such as the server or the removable storage module) for distributed 
execution of certain file types residing on the computer system (see at least Peart 
col.2:31-40; Moore col.1:9-col.2:60). 

Claim 2 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Peart further teaches wherein the 
application and file type associations are determined by a file name extension 
associated with a specific file type (see at least filename extensions col.20:46-60). 

Claim 3 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Moore further teaches wherein the 
computer software routine determines the priority of associating an application and file 
type in the virtual table by giving first priority to any application installed after insertion of 
the removable memory module (see at least mappings, updated, new application 
program col.22:35-43; 162, 158 FIG.8B & associated text; 122 FIG.8A & associated 
text). 



Claim 4 
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The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Peart further teaches wherein the 
computer software routine determines the priority of associating an application and file 
type in the virtual table by giving second priority to any application installed on recently 
connected removable memory modules with the more recently installed module given 
higher priority over subsequently installed memory modules (see at least 162, 158 
FIG.8B & associated text; 122 FIG.8A & associated text; privilege col.24:17-col.25:9). 

Claim 5 

Peart teaches a portable handheld computer (see at least portable storage media, 
mappings, client node col.23: 13-39) comprising the elements recited in claim 1, 
therefore, is rejected for the same reasons as cited in claim 1 . 

Claims 6-11 

Claims recite limitations, which have been addressed in claims 1-4, therefore, are 
rejected for the same reasons as cited in claims 1-4. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
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action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chrystine Pham whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3702. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on 571-272-3695. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
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